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* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1) S Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) □ Notice of Draflsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) □ Infomiation Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 



4) □ Interview Sumnriary (PTO-413) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

5) □ Notice of Infonnal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

6) □ Other: . 



U.S. Patent and Tradennarit Office 

PTOL.326 (Rev. 7-05) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./IVIail Date 20051103 



Application/Control Number: 10/698,192 Page 2 

Art Unit: 3748 

DETAILED ACTION 

This Office Action is in response to the amendment filed on September 08, 2005. 
Applicant's cooperation in amending the claims to overcome the claim objections relating 
to infomialities is appreciated. Claims 24 and 26 were amended, claims 4, 8-18, 20, and 
27-40 were canceled; and claims 31-35 were withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described In a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 

Claims 19, 21-24, and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated 
by or, in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Williams (Patent 
Number 5,669,336). 

Williams discloses a device comprising: 
an impeller (24) (See Figure 1 ); 

a drive pulley (28) coupled to the supercharger (See Figure 1, Column 4, 
line 5-12); 

a disengagement device (18) disposed between the impeller (24) and the 
drive pulley (28) (See Figure 1); 

wherein the disengagement device (18) permits selective 
disengagement between the impeller (24) and the drive pulley (28) (See 
Figure 1); 
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wherein tfie impeller (24) is disengaged from the drive pulley 
during deceleration (See Figure 1 , Column 3, lines 24-26, and Column 4, 
lines 47-51 ); 

wherein the disengagement device (18) comprises a one-way 
clutch and is to be a sprag or overrunning clutch (See Figure 1 , Column 3, 
lines 2-1 1 and lines 43-58); 

wherein the disengagement device (18) comprises a speed- 
sensitive mechanism (See Column 3, lines 2-1 1 ); 

wherein the disengagement device is coupled to the drive pulley 
(via 1 4 and 30) (See Figure 1 ). 
Note that Williams does not disclose a supercharger, however, the Williams fan 
is capable of performing the same function of compressing air as a supercharger does. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fomis the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this OfTice action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject nnatter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Williams (Patent Number 5,669,336), in view of Thompson (Patent Number 
2,718,952). 
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Williams discloses the invention as recited above; however, Williams fails to 
disclose the disengagement device comprising a centrifugal clutch. 

Thompson teaches that it is conventional in the combination art of the centrifugal 
clutch and pulley structure, to utilize the disengagement device comprising a centrifugal 
clutch (10) (See Figure 1-3). 

It would has been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at that time the 
invention was made, to have utilized the disengagement device comprising a centrifugal 
clutch, as taught by Thompson, to improve the efficiency of the Williams device. 

Allowable Subject Matter 
Claims 1-3 and 5-7 allowed. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed on September 08, 2005 have been fully considered 
but they are not persuasive. Accordingly, claims 1-3, 5-7 and 21-26 are pending. 

Applicant asserts that the Williams's reference makes no reference to a 
supercharger, whether directly or impliedly; however, this reference is directed to an 
Internal combustion engine. See remarks section, pages 8-10. The examiner 
respectfully traversed. 

Firstly, in response to applicant's arguments, the recitation "a supercharger" 
has not been given patentable weight because the recitation occurs in the preamble. A 
preamble is generally not accorded any patentable weight where it merely recites the 



Application/Control Number: 10/698,192 Page 5 

Art Unit: 3748 

purpose of a process or the intended use of a structure, and wliere the body of the 
claim does not depend on the preamble for completeness but, instead, the process 
steps or structural limitations are able to stand alone. See In re Himo, 535 F.2d 67, 190 
USPQ 15 (CCPA 1976) and Kropa v. Robie, 187 F.2d 150, 152, 88 USPQ478, 481 
(CCPA1951). 

Secondly, in response to applicant's argument that "a supercharger" in the 
independents claims 19, 24, and 26 " is an intended use. A recitation of the intended 
use of the claimed invention must result in a structural difference between the claimed 
invention and the prior art in order to patentably distinguish the claimed invention from 
the prior art. If the prior art structure is capable of perfomiing the intended use, then it 
meets the claim. In a claim drawn to process of making, the intended use must result in 
a manipulative difference as compared to the prior art. See In re Casey, 152 USPQ 235 
(CCPA 1967) and In re Otto, 136 USPQ 458, 459 (CCCPA 1963). 

The reference to Williams does disclose the similar structure as being claimed in 
claims of the instant application and is capable of performing the same function of the 
instant application device such as the Williams fan being capable of performing the 
same function of compressing air as a supercharger does. Furthermore, the reference 
to Williams suggests or teaches all belt driven accessories could use this type of device 
(See Column 4. lines 10-12). 

Applicant also asserts, on page 9, that the reference to Williams does not teach 
the use of an over-running device for a supercharger to assist in stabilizing a precision 
high-speed spindle assembly during racing or competition. The examiner is respectfully 
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traversed because the features upon which applicant relies are not recited in the 
rejected clalm(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, 
limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 
F.2d 1181. 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

- Leboldetal. (Pub. Number US 2003/0084888 A1) discloses a supercharger 
having a variable clutch (5) located between an impeller 3 and a pulley (4). 

- Nakamura (Patent Number JP 04 0611 8 A) discloses supercharger (10) having 
a driving pulley (6) and a one-way clutch (24) being disengaged in deceleration and 
engaging as the supercharger 10 reaches a required high speed rotation in a short time. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thai-Ba Trieu whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4867. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday (6:30-5:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thomas E. Denion can be reached on (571) 272-4859. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status infomnation for 
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published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infomiation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 
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Thai-Ba Trieu 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3748 



